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l . Claims l is presented for examination.

2 The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created

doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the

unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to

prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1
1
F.3d 1046,29

USP02C1 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In

re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, All F.2d 438 164

USPO 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969).

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321© may be used to

overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground

provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this

application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b).
. .

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal

disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b).

3. Claim 1 is rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double

patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-5 and claims 1-30 of U.S. Patent No. 5,493,687 and

$W$9»j respectfully. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably

distinct from each other because applicant has merely delete some of the details of the

independent claims of both patents..

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action:

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless --

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in

this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent.

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed m the United

States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who

hTfuSed the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371© of this title before the invents

thereof by the applicant for patent.
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5. Claims 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kohn et al.

(5,241,636).

Kohn et al. taught the invention as claimed including a data processing system

comprising:

a processing means (15,20,23,27);register file (92) the register file includes a plurality of

register sets ( integer (94) and floating point (97)) register file is responsive to a given instruction

(col. 3, line 60 - col. 4, line 2; fig. 3).

6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being clearly anticipated by Adams

("Utilizing Low Level Parallelism in General Purpose Code: the HARP Project" ).

Adams et al. taught the invention as claimed is figure 1 and section 2.1-2.2.

7 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner

should be directed to L. Donaghue whose telephone number is (703) 305-9675. The examiner

can normally be reached on M-F from 8:00 to 4:00.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor,

Meng-Ai An , can be reached on (703) 305-9678. For the fax phone number (703) 306-5404

please call the examiner.

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding

should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900.
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